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REMARKS 

In the final Office Action, claims 5-21 were rejected under 35 U,S.G, § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent Nov6,073,241 to Rosenberg ("Rosenberg"), 

In this response, claims 5, 16, and 21 have been arnended and new elaims 22-24 have been 

added. 

Reconsideration of the appHcatiou in view of the amendments and the follgwing retnarks is 
respeclftiU y requested. 

Statgs of the Claims 

eiaims; S-l 5 are pending. Claims 5, 16, and 21 have been amended md new claims 22-24 
have been Ewided. Claims 1-4 were preyiously cancelled withoiit prejudice or disclaimer of the 
subject matter recited therein. 

Rejection under 35 S102(b>; 

Claims 5-21 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Rosenberg. 
Rosenberg describes an apparatus and method for tracking world wide web browser requests across 
distinct dbniain names using cookies. The method includes the step of identifyinjg a first request 
from a first browser at a first serve^r coinpirter and assigning the browser a unique identification 
code, conveying the unique identification code to a second sender having a different domain name, 
and associatirig a future request by the smne web browser to the second server via the identification 
icode, so as to track a web bro wser a^srpss distinct domains in the world wide web. The purpose is to 
track a web browser atssociated with a user, to identify Gontent preferences and iintere of that 
individual tisen 

By Gontrasti the present invention telates not to tracking Individual users across different 
domains in order to identify their content preferences and interests. Instead, the present invention 
relates to a method of testing a browser-adapting applieation of a server, so as to improve adaptation 
of infbrmation^providing server applications of the server to the capabilities of different browser 
types and versions of tlie many different browser application types and versions that may be used 
with the server application. 
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Claims 5 and 16 were amended to more clearly indicate that the browser adapting server 
applieation is an applieation ''of a server" and that the server application (i.e, ''anotlier server 
application'") is also an application '^of the server": 

Iiid^endent claim 5, as amended, recites: 

A method for testing a browser^adapting server' application of a 
server, the method comprising: 

collecting and recording, using another server application of the 
server^ respective key infomiation of a phiralily of browser types 
and/or versions; and 

testing an infonnation adaptation method of the browser-adapting 
server application of the server using the key information so as to 
ensure that the browser-adapting server application functions properly 
with each of the plurality of browsei^ . 

In the iiwewtiott as claimed, the key infoiinatipn riegar^^ isi coLiected and 

recorded by a server application of the server other than the browser-adapting server applicatioh of 
the server. Support for the amendments to claim 5 is found in AppMcarits specifiGationj for 
example, at paragraphs [0008] and [0009]. 

Applicant respectfully submits that Rosenberg does not suggest these featiu-es. SpeGifically, 
there is no suggestion in Rosenberg; for the step testing the adaptation method of a browser-adapting 
server application of a server using key inforiiiation that is collected and recorded tiding another 
server ^qsplication of On the contrary, Rosenberg teaelies identil^dng a specific olieTit 

cdmput^i' browsing a second server ming mformatian pbtaitied using a 

Applicants have made similar amendixierits to indepetident claim 16 and respeetfiilly submit 
tfeat claim 16 is patentable over Rosenberg for at least tlie same reason. 

In addition, Applicants have amended claim 22 to delete the phrase "one of ■ so that the key 
information is defined in claim 21 as including type of the re^ective browsetj a version of the 
respective browser, languages supported by the respective browser:, file formats supported by the 
browser, and graphic formats supported by browser." Applicants respectfully submit, that 
Rosenberg does not teach or suggest coileGting and recording key information that includes the 
items specified in claim 21 . For example, there is no suggestion in Rosenberg for collecting key 
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mfbrmation that includes languages supported by the browser. Applicants submit that claim 21 is 
not anticipated by Rosenberg for at least that additional reason. 

Accordingly J for at least the reasons discussed aboyej withdrawal of the rejections to claims 
5r21 under 35 U3^C. § 102(b) is respeetfu^^ 

New Claims 22-24: 

New independent claim 22 eorresponds to previous independent elaim S and including the 
feErtute of claim 21 as currently ^mended. New dependent claims 23 and 24 ii^lude the %atuj^es of 
dependent claims 6 and 7 respectively. 

It is respectfully siibmitted that new claims 22-24 define pateritahly over the pited prior art 
and are in doriditibn for allowancse. 
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CONCLUSION 

Each and every point raised in the Final Offiee Action mailed July 26, 2007 has been 
addressed on the basis of the above remarks. In viev/ of the foregoing, it is believed that claims 5- 
21 are m condition for allowanee and it is respect&Uy reqiu^sted that the application be reconsidered 
and that all pending claims be allowed and the case passed to issue. 

If there are any other issues remaiBing wMch the Examiner believes could be resolved 
tteough a. Supplemental Response or mi Examinier's Amendment, the Exaniiner is respect%^^ 
requested to contact the undersigned at the telephqne nuinber indicated below. 

Dated* December 20, 2007 Respectfully submitted, 



By, 



Erik Swanson 

Registration No. : 40,833 
DARBY & DARBY P C- 
P,0. Box 5257 

New York, New York 1 0150-5257 
(212) 527-77G0 
(212) 527-7701 (Fax) 
Attorneys/Agents For Applicant 
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